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The Examiner's Statement of Reasons for Allowance accompanying the Notice of 
Allowability mailed on June 15, 2006 does not appear to be very concise. With respect to claims 
1 and 10, the Examiner attempts to summarize the "essence" of these claims. However, the 
language used by the Examiner is not necessarily coincident with the claims. In addition, the 
Examiner did not address independent claims 19 or 27, which do not have many of the elements 
of claims 1 and 10. The Examiner did not address any of the dependent claims. 

The Examiner's statement of Reasons for Allowance implies that the claimed invention 
was allowed because the prior art did not disclose specific elements. The elements characterized 
by the Examiner, however, even if found in the prior art, would not render the claimed invention 
invalid under 35 USC §102 because the claimed invention includes a number of limitations not 
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addressed in the Reasons for Allowance. With respect to 35 USC §103, the requirements of 
establishing a prima facie case of obviousness including (1) a showing that the prior art teaches 
the entire claimed invention where all limitations are to be considered, and (2) that combining 
various prior art references is (a) suggested in the art and (b) there would be motivation to make 
the combination, with a likelihood of success, have not been satisfied. 

The Examiner did state that claims 1, 3-10 and 12-27 are allowed over the prior art of 
record. Therefore, the Examiner must have concluded that the claims as allowed, and not 
necessarily as summarized in, or implied by, the Examiner's Statement of Reasons for 
Allowance, are patentable over the art of record. 

Unless otherwise advised, these comments are intended, to be clarifying in a manner 
consistent with the law. 

Applicant respectfully request clarification if the Examiner does not agree with this 
statement. 
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